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9.2 ATYPOLOGY OF RESIDENTIAL AREAS HISTORICKA DATAV IS

Martin Ourednicek, Zuzana Kopecka

Already present in older works focusing on urban socio-spatial differentiation (Moscheles
1937; Kral 1947), the typology of residential areas has a long history in Prague. These
works drew on cadastral territories. Current typologies are designed on the level of
urbanistic districts which were first defined for the purposes of the 1970 population
census in Czechoslovakia and divided the city into areas based on their function (e.g.
residential, transportation, services, work etc.). These units were then quite often used in
quantitative analyses of the 1970 census results, some of which were published (Linhart,
Rak, VoZenilek 1977). However, their later use, in the 1980s and 1990s, was limited to
analytical works of relevant departments of the Office of the Chief Architect and several
student works. In 2001 the City Development Authority Prague (URM 2001) developed a
typology of urbanistic districts for the purpose of processing the results of the 2001
Population and Housing Census (see Figure 9.3.1). Eight types of urbanistic districts in
total were defined and used in Czech Statistical Office’s publications to analyse a part of
the census results for the capital, Prague. The typology has since been refined by the
URRlab research group and subsequently used in quantitative analyses and student
works (Ourednicek et al. 2012). Its actualized version has been used also in other map
sheets.
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Figure 9.3.1: A typology of urbanistic districts in Prague based on the prevailing type of
housing
Source: URM, 2001
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The main purpose of this typology is to define relatively homogenous areas with a
characteristic type of housing and consequently enable an easier, generalised
interpretation of analysed data, which normally appear on maps as a confusing mosaic.
The typology presented consists of six basic types of residential areas: the historical core
of the city, inner city tenement houses, inner city villa neighbourhoods, outer city working
class houses, housing estates, and inner suburbs. The typology applies to the territory
lying within the current city administrative boundaries. An outer suburban zone can be
defined based on the intensity of housing construction and the in-migration from Prague
(Outednicek, Spac¢kova, Novak 2013). The last type characterised by intense post-1991
housing development is defined additionally.

Table “Typology of residential areas” (see map sheet) shows the basic characteristics of
each of these types. As the table indicates, housing estates are home to the biggest part of
Prague’s inhabitants (41.9%), followed by tenement houses (26.2%) and the inner
suburbia (12.2%). The other types of residential areas are below the 10% level. A
comparison with the typology based on data from the 2001 census (Oufednicek et al.
2012: Table 13.3, p. 283) clearly shows that the typology has changed mainly in those
parts of the city that have seen new housing development. For example, the number of
urbanistic districts in the inner suburbs has increased from 113 to 131 and in the housing
estates from 142 to 153. Tenement houses represent a specific group which also includes
newly built outer city and urban periphery apartment housing; the number of units in this
type has grown from 110 to 141. It is interesting to note that the number of inhabitants
in the housing estate type has declined slightly (by 3 000 people), the historical city core
was obviously also affected by decline. All the other types have experienced an increase
in population, most notably (by approximately 50 000 people) the inner suburbs. When
comparing population data from both censuses, it is important to bear in mind that the
methodology has changed. The data collected in 2001 referred to permanent residents,
while the results published in 2011 referred to usually resident population. The
methodology used may cause significant disparities in specific parts of the city (city
centre, outer city) where a higher share of present (usually resident) population is
expected.

The map sheet includes two maps visualizing the typology of residential areas in two
different ways. The first map shows the spatial differentiation of the six basic types of
urbanistic districts and 62 new housing development areas where the share of new
apartments built after 1991 exceeds 30%. The different types of housing are scattered
around the city with significant concentration of villa neighbourhoods in the north-
western and southern inner city sectors and a large share of tenement houses located in
the eastern part of the city. The north-western sector noticeably lacks a larger number of
housing estates. The distribution of new housing development areas in different types of
urbanistic districts is also of interest: none is located in the historical core, one is located
in villa neighbourhoods and only a few of these areas are situated within the inner city
tenement housing area. This is because the recent transformation era saw most of the new
housing projects developed in the outer city area.
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This differentiation is clearly visible on the second map, which combines three housing
characteristics: the age of the housing stock in different urbanistic districts and the
number and structure of dwellings by size in Prague’s cadastral territories. Four types of
urbanistic districts with an above-average share of housing built in a given period (before
1945, 1946-1970, 1971-1991, and 1992-2011) were defined for Prague, with an
additional fifth type comprising districts with a heterogeneous period of construction.
Two city growth patterns are visible on the map: a concentric movement outward from
Prague’s historical centre towards its periphery of housing estates and suburban housing
and gradual housing development around the old centres of formerly independent
municipalities which are being incorporated into the city. Table 9.3.2 shows the housing
stock structure in different types of urbanistic districts defined by the prevailing age of
housing construction.

Ssll;ls(;lc'luocftion or Up to 1945 1946 - 1971 - 1991 - No
; P 1970 1990 2011 response
reconstruction
76 %
Type 1 (up to 1945) > 39 %) 9% 5% 7% 3%
63 %
Type 2 (1946 - 1970) 15 % > 23 %) 12 % 6% 3%
79 %
Type 3 (1971 - 1990) 4% 4% > 39 %) 9% 4%
53 %

Type 2 (1991 - 2011) 12 % 7% 18 % 23 3/0) 11 %
Type 5 (other) 34 % 19 % 28 % 17 % 2%

Table 9.3.2: Dwelling stock structure in different urbanistic district types defined according to the
prevailing age of buildings

Source: Own typology, CSU, 2012

Notes: Numbers in brackets set the minimum share of apartments constructed in respective period within the
assigned type; type 5 (other) consists of urbanistic districts in which none of the construction periods exceeds
the average value by more than 5%.

The proportional symbol map of Prague’s 112 cadastral territories shows the housing
stock structure based on the number of residential rooms. A residential room is a part of
the dwelling (e.g. a living room, bedroom or kitchen) intended for occupation with a
minimum floor space of 8 m? (CSU 2011). This indicator allows for a comparison of
different residential area types using the size of dwellings. On average, the largest
dwellings are located on the city’s periphery, in rural-type family houses with a large
share of houses built after 1991 (e.g. Brezinéves, Slivenec, Kolodéje). The smallest
dwellings are situated in inner city neighbourhoods with a large share of older
apartments (built before 1945). The map clearly shows the differentiation of inner city
neighbourhoods. The smallest dwellings are to be found in 19t century working class
neighbourhoods (Nusle, Zizkov, HoleSovice), while those parts of the city that were
intended for higher classes (Dejvice, StreSovice) are dominated by apartments with a
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higher number of rooms. Table 9.3.1 gives an overview of cadastral territories with the
highest share of small and large dwellings respectively.

Number of rooms Number of rooms
Cadastral in dwelling (%) Cadastral in dwelling (%)
territory 1-2 4 plus territory 1-2 4 plus
Nusle 52.1 19.3 Kreslice 2.3 90.9
Vysocany 50.3 21.4 Sobin 4.9 85.4
Zizkov 45.5 22.8 Lipany 9.3 85.3
HoleSovice 44.0 25.3 Brezinéves 4.1 84.8
Vrsovice 43.6 22.4 Slivenec 5.6 82.4
Liben 42.1 27.4 Kolodéje 7.7 80.0
VySehrad 40.7 26.6 Lipence 6.9 79.2
Karlin 40.0 28.0 Seberov 8.0 78.4
Michle 38.3 329 Benice 6.3 76.2
Kosire 36.5 35.1 Hajek u Uhtinévsi 8.3 75.2
Vinohrady 36.4 31.7 Satalice 8.5 75.0
Ruzyné 35.6 44.7 Ujezd nad Lesy 8.1 74.9

Table 9.3.1: Cadastral territories of Prague with the largest share of small and large
dwellings respectively, 2011
Source: CSU, 2011; Own calculations.
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